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Testfor overall effect Z=7.67 (F = 0.00001) Higherin heterosexuals Higherin lesbians

Figure S2. Meta-analysis of previous pregnancies in lesbians compared to heterosexual
women all undergoing artificial insemination
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1.1.2 General population
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Figure S3. Meta-analysis of ever being pregnant in lesbians compared to heterosexual
women, sub-grouped by study design
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6.1.2 Retrospective cohort
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Figure S4. Meta-analysis of ever being pregnant in lesbians compared to heterosexual
women, sub-grouped by study design, and with those studies concerning adolescents
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Lesbians Heterosexuals Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Agrawal 2004 7B 254 a7 364 35.8% 1.22 [0.86,1.74] -
Eaorneskog 2012 28 40 17 33 5a% 2.20[0.84,8.74] T
De Sutter 2008 T2 120 o 131 19.2% 1.31[0.79, 2.16] ™
Ferrara 2000 20 348 43 122 8.6% 245114, 527 E—
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b.

Lesbians Heterosexuals Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
2.3.1 intrauterine insemination
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Subtotal (95% CI) 484 798 75.2% 1.66 [1.20, 2.28] &
Total events 214 267

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.03;, Chi®= 438, di= 3 (P =022}, F=32%
Test for averall effect: 2= 3.08 (P =0.002)

2.3.2 intracervical insemination
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2.3.3 In vitro fertilisation

Borneskog 2012 28 40 17 33 55% 220([0.84, 574 T
De Sutter 2008 72120 7a 131 19.2% 1.31[0.79, 2.16] T
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Total events 100 ar

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 000, Chi®= 0.88, di=1 (P =0.35), F= 0%
Test for averall effect: Z=1.67 (P = 0.09)
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Figure S5. Meta-analysis of assisted reproduction success rates in lesbians compared to
heterosexual women. a) Overall b) Subgrouped by method of assisted reproduction



